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REMARKS 

These remarks and the accompanying amendments are responsive to the Office Action 
daiod September 1 5, 2005 (hereinafter referred to as "the Office Action"). At the time of the last 
Examination Claims 1-59 were pending for consideration by the Examiner. The Office Action 
rejects Claims 1-54 cither under 35 U.S.C. 102(c) as being anticipated by United States patent 
publication number 2001/004785 (hereinafter referred to as "Tuatini") or under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Tuatini each in view of another secondary reference. Bach of the 
independent claims within the range of Claims 1-54 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). 

a^ms.55-59 

't he Office Action was silent regarding Claim 55-59 (of which Claim 55 is independent), 
which were submitted by preliminary amendment on November 27, 2002. Accordingly, it 
appears that the Office Action has not addressed all of the pending claims. The status marker for 
Claims 55-59 is listed as ^previously presented" in the claims, since the undersigned is not aware 
of any reason why the claims would not have been entered of record. However, in case there 
was a valid reason for not entering Claims 55-59 of record in response to the preliminary 
amendment, please consider Claims 55-59 to be newly added herein. 

PreHminary Matter regarding Filin g ,Da te 

As a preliminary mailer, the filing receipt incorrectly lists the filing date of this 
application lo be November 22, 2001 . This appears to be Ihe result of an entry error on the part 
of the Unilcd Slates Patent and 't rademark Office. The filing date should read October 22, 2001 . 
A petition for a collected filing receipt will be submitted to the United States Patent and 
. • . ; Trademark Office in due course, These remarks will now address the various rejections set forth 
in 1lic Office Aciion. 
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Section I of the Office Action rejects Claims 1-12, 14-18, 22-28, 31-36, 38, 41-43, 45j- 
48, 50 and 52-54 under 35 US.C. 102(c) as being allegedly anticipated by Tuatini. The 
undersigned respectfully traverses and requests reconsideration for reasons that will be set forth 
shortly, 1-Iowevcr, it is noted that Claim 49 is not expressly included in this rejection, although 
some reasoning for rejecting Claim 49 was included in Section 1. Claim 49 was not rejected in 
any other portion of the Office Action cither. Accordingly, although Claim 49 is not formally 
rejected in this Office Action, the following remarks will treat Claim 49 as being rejected under 
' the 35 U.S.C. 102(c) rejection of Claim I, even though its status as a rejected claim is not 
cerium. ■ 

The reasoning ^ forth section 1 under the heading "Regardin g to claims 1 andJ2 t 24 ± 
V*MJtildJ2*Xhish exempla ry with claim s 2. 17-18. 23. 31-36, 38, 41-43 Qm l4_5 z 47i n even 
if taken to be entirely true (which the Applicants do not concede) would appear to support, a 
prima facia case for anticipation only with respect to Claims 1> 22, 23, 24. The Office Action 
does not even assert that Tuatini teaches the specific features recited in Claims 2, 17-18, 27, 31- 
36, 38, 41-43, 45-48 and 52, other than simply rejecting these claims. Accordingly, with respect 
to these claims (Claims 2, 17-18, 27, 31-36, 38, 41-43, 45-48 and 52), the rejection should be 
wilhdmwn for failing to provide a prima facia case of anticipation. That is, even if the 
statements within the Office Action are all taken to be true, there would not bo sufficient 
evidence of record to support a legal rejection of these claims {is being anticipated by Tuatini. t 
Hveu with respect to Claims 1, 22, 23 and 24, the rejection should be withdrawn. Claim 
• I recites u method for one of multiple applications to operate on data related to an identity in a 

, ' ; 'computer environment that includes the multiple applications that operate on data related to the 

»'."*, • 
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identity mid jjichuling a service that maintains data associated with the identity. The method 
• includes identification or a data structure that represents data that is to be operated on, the data 
, being associated with the identity such that the data belongs to the associated identity and also 
such that the identity retains control over access privileges of the plurality of applications to the 
data, the data structure being in accordance with a data format recognized by the service and the 
plurality of applications; construction of a network message in accordance with a message 
format that is recognized by the service, the network message representing a request to perform 
the operation oti the data structure, the network message identifying the data structure by 
identi fying the identity; and the dispatching of the network message to the service. Claim 22 is 
similar, but from the viewpoint of a computer program product that performs the method, rather 
' than the method itself Claim 24 is similar to Claim I, except that it depends through an 
independent claim 23 that contains some elements that fall under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, paragraph 6, 

Tuatini discloses an application architecture that allows applications to 
intercommunicate. An application framework receives requests for services from clienls, 
identifies application handler components that can service the requests and application view 
handler components thai can format the responses. The application framework then invokes the 
application and view handler components to formulate the response, which is then sent back to 
the clients. Thus, the communication model of Tuatini is not identity-centric data access 
, whatsoever. 

firstly, section 1 equates the recited "data structure" of Claim 1 to be equivalent to an 
"application architecture". While the Examiner's may give the claims their broadest reasonable 

:> 'interpretation when evaluating when a claim is anticipated by a reference, the undersigned 

" \ , , 
) ' 1 
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respectfully submits flint the term "data structure" as used in the present application and by its 
accepted meaning in the art is not at all equivalent to the term "application architecture". 

liven if this assertion of equivalence were true, however, Tuatini has no teaching or 
suggestion llial the data structure represents data that is associated with an identity such that the 
data belongs to the associated identity and also such thai the identity retains control over access 
privileges of the plurality of applications to the data. This feature is recited by amendment in 
each of the independent chums now pending (including Claims 1, 22, 24, 27, 48, 52, 53, 54 and 
55), Tuatini merely describes an application framework that responds in a flexible manner to 
requests from clients, and does not describe, teach or suggest that the data structure being" ' 
accessed is associated with mi identity in this recited manner. Furthermore, Tuatini does not 
loach, describe or suggest that the network message representing the request identifies the data 
structure by identifying the identity. Thus, Claims 1, 22, 23 and 24 arc not anticipated by Tuatini 
cither. Neither arc these missing features described, taught or suggested by any of the other cited 
art of record. Thus, Claims J, 22, 23 and 24 are not rendered unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) over Tuatini either singly or in combination with any of the other art of record. 

Claims 3-12, 14-16 depend (directly or indirectly) from Claim 1, and thus are not 
unpatentable over Tuatini, cither singly or in combination with any of the other art of record, at 
least for the same reasons provided for Claim 1. Claims 25 and 26 depend from Claim 24 and 
Urns are not unpatentable over Tuatini, cither singly or in combination with any of the other art of 
record, at least for the same reasons provided for Claim 24. Claims 28, 31-36, 38, 4 .1-43, and 45- 
47 depend (directly or indirectly) from Claim 27, and thus a prima facia case of anticipation has 
' : hot hciM.i established in the ORice Action for these claims at least for the same reasons that the 
• j '■ • Office Action docs not establish a prima facia case for anticipation for Claim 27- Claim 50 
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depends from Claim 48, and thus a prima Facia caso of anticipation has not been established in 
the Office Action for Claim 50 at least for the same reasons that the Office Action does not 
establish a prima facia case for anticipation for Claim 48. Thus, the 35 U.S.C. 102(e) rejection in 
Section 1 oflhc Office Action should be withdrawn. 

The Office Action further rejects Claims 37-40 (and presumably Claim 44) under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tuatini in view of United States patent publication 
number 7.002/0055951 applied for by Shigctomi et al. (hereinafter "Shigctorai"). This rejection 
relics upon Ihc assertion that 'Tuatini discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claim 
2.7". However, as explained above, the Office Action does not provide a prima facia case for 
anticipation of Claim 27. Furthermore, as explained above, Tuatini docs not teach or suggest at 
least that the data structure represents data that is associated with an identity such that the data 
belongs to the associated identity and also such that the identity retains control over access 
privileges of the plurality of applications to the data. This feature is also not taught in Shigctomi. 
Thu-4, Tuatini and Shigctomi, even if combined do not leach or suggest all of the features or 
Claim 27, even though the appropriateness of the combination is not conceded. Therefore, the 
combination of Tuatini and Shigctomi also docs not teach or suggest all of the features of Claims 
37-40 and 44, which depend from Claim 27. Thus, the 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection of Claims 37- 
40 unci 44 should be withdrawn. 

flic Office Action rejects Claims 29, 30 and 51 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tuatini in view of United Stales patent number 6,189,032 issued to Susaki ct 
al. (hereinafter "Susaki"). This rejection relies upon the conclusion that Tuatini discloses the 
•! invention substantially as disclosed in Claims 27 and 51. However, as explained above, the 
• ' Office Action docs not provide a prima facta caso for anticipation of Claims 27 and 51. 
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Furthermore, as explained above, Tuatini docs not teach or suggest at least that the data structure 
represents data that is associated with an identity such that the data belongs to the associated 
identity and also such that the identity retains control over access privileges of the plurality of 
applications to the data. This feature is also not taught in Susaki. Thus, Tuatini and Sasaki, even 
if combined do not teach or suggest all of the features of Claims 27 and 51, even though the 
appropriateness of the combination is not conceded. Therefore, the combination of Tuatini and 
Susaki also does not leach or suggest all of the features ofClaims 29, 30 and 51, which depends 
from Claims 27 or 51. Thus, the 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection of Claims 29, 30 and 51 should be 
withdrawn. 

The Office Aqlion rejects Claims 19-21 under 35 U.S,C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tuatini in view of United States patent number 6,678,682 issued to Jenkins et al. 
(hereinafter "Jenkins^, '•'his rejection relics upon the conclusion that Tuatini discloses the 
invention substantially as disclosed in Claim 1. However, as explained above, Tualini does not 
(each or suggest at least thai the data structure represents data that is associated with an identity 
such that the data belongs to the associated identity and also such that the identity retains control 
over access privileges of the plurality of applications to the data. This feature is also not taught 
in Jenkins. Thus, Tuatini and Jenkins, even if combined do not teach or suggest all of Ihe 
features of Claim I, even though the appropriateness of the combination is not conceded: 
Therefore, the combination of Tuatini and Jenkins also does not teach or suggest all of the 
features ofClaims 19-21, which depends from Claim L Thus, the 35 U.S,C. 103(a) rejection of 
Claims 19-21 should be withdrawn. 
'[ The Ortice Action rejects Claims 13 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Tuatini in view of United States patent application publication number 2002/0015042 applied for 
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by Rnbolbam ct al. (hereinafter "Robotham"). This rejection relics upon the conclusion Ibal 
Tuatini discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in Claim 1. However, as explained 
above Tuatini docs not teach or suggest at least that the data structure represents data that is 
associated wilh an identity such that the data belongs to the associated identity and also such that 
the ideality retains control over access privileges of the plurality of applications to the data. This 
failure is also not taught in Jenkins. Thus, Tuatini and RoboUiam, even if combined do not teach 
or suggest all of the features of Claim 1, even though the appropriateness of the combination is 
not conceded. Therefore, the combination of Tuatini and Robotham also does not teach or 
suggest nil of the features of Claim 13, which depends from Claim 1. Thus, the 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
rejection of Claim 13 should be withdrawn. 

Thus, all of the present claims are not anticipated nor rendered unpatentable over any of 
the cited references, either singly or hi combination. Accordingly, favorable action Is 
respectfully requested, in the event that there is any issue regarding this application that may be 
Clarified through a telephone interview, the Examiner is requested to contact the undersigned 
attorney, 

Dated this 2 nd day of December, 2005. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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